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MINUTES

California Postsecondary Education Commission

Meeting of June 3, 2003

Commissioners  AlanS. Arkatov Chair Commissioners
present HowardWelinsky, ViceChair absent
OdessaP. Johnson GeorgeT.Caplan

RaphR.Pesqueira Carol Chandler
GuillermoRodriguez, Jr. IrwinS.Field

Rachel E. Shetka EvonneSeron Schulze

OliviaK.Singh Anthony M. Vitti

FayeWashington
Calltoorder Commission Vice Chair Welinsky called the Tuesday, June 3, 2003, California Post-

secondary Education Commission meeting to order at 9:45am. at the CaliforniaState
Capitol, Room 113, Sacramento, California95814.

Presentationon
“Thelmplications
of the Racial
Privacy Initiative
for Accessand
Diversityin
California’s
Collegesand
Universities

The Commission heard presentations by threeinvited speakerswho gave an overview
and various perspectiveson “ The Implications of the Racia Privacy Initiativefor Ac-
cessand Diversity on Cdifornia’ s Collegesand Universities’. The“Racia Privacy
Initiative’, or “ CaliforniaRace, Ethnic, Color, and National Origin (CRECNO) Initia-
tive’, wouldimposeaCongtitutional Amendment that would prohibit the state and other
public entitiesfrom classifying certain individual sby race, ethnicity, color, or national
originand could directly impact themanner by which the Commisson andingtitutions of
higher education collect and report data.on students, faculty, and staff. Theinitiative
citesexemptionsfor public safety, public health research and treatment, and fair em-
ployment and housing.

Kevin Nguyen, past executivedirector of the American Civil RightsIngtituteand American
Civil Rights Codlition; ThomasWood, Executive Director of the CdiforniaAssociation
of Scholarsand an author of Proposition 209; and Jay Ziegler, co-director of the“No
onthelnformation Ban” campaign contributed to the discussion.

Mr. Nguyen stated that theinitiative would eiminate“ inappropriate governmental curi-
osgity” about racial and ethnic classification of Cdifornians. Hefurther stated that oppo-
nentsof theinitiative “engageinfear-mongering” by misrepresenting theexemptions. In
addition, Mr. Nguyen asserted that more and more people who are asked to provide
information ontheir ethnic/racia identitiesare declining to state such. Hesaid that one
of themost ingdiousaspectsof classfying individua sby race/ethnicity isan underlying
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assumption that each classification impliesaparticular, uniform mindset and outlook
among members of that group. He concluded by stating that public entities are ob-
sessed with the collection of racial and ethnic date, which, inturn, makes Caifornians
overly conscious of race.

Commissioners posed questionsfor Mr. Nguyen regarding the potential impact of the
initiative on higher education. Heresponded that the collection of student datawould be
limited unlessthefedera government required such data.

Mr. Ziegler then spoketo the Commission, focusing hiscomments on rebutting argu-
ments advanced by proponents. He noted that the CaliforniaMedical Association and
other prominent health-related organizations are very concerned about theinitiative's
restriction on data collection, believing that the exemptions are not sufficiently broad.
Mr. Ziegler noted that theinitiative would remove datathat measure gapsin student
achievement aswell as some of thetoolsfor corrective methods.

Mr. Wood, acknowledging that he was a supporter of Proposition 209, then gave his
presentation, stating among other things, that he was concerned that theinitiativewould
precludethe collection of racid and ethnic datanecessary to gppropriate nondiscrimina-
tion law enforcement. Hevoiced concern about the preval ence of reverse discrimina
tion.

Panel on “ The Vice-Chair Welinsky thenintroduced thefirst pandl discussion of the meeting, which
Valueof Diversity focused on“TheVaueof Diversity in Higher Education” and theissues of the nature of
inHigher  campusdiversity and how diversity impacts access to education. Participants onthe
Education” pand included Theodore Mitchell, President of Occidental College; Kenneth Marcus,
Acting Deputy Assistant Secretary for Enforcement and Senior Counselor, Officefor
Civil Rights, U.S. Department of Education; and L ouanne K ennedy, Commissioner and

Vice Chair of the Western Association of Schoolsand Colleges.

Thispand shifted thefocusfrom public policy to ingtitutiona practice. Mr. Mitchell
began the presentation by describing thediversity at Occidenta College, noting that isit
among themogt racidly and economically diversesmdl libera artscollegesin the nation.
Hewent onto describethe school’ sadmission policy and philosophy of theimportance
of divergity in promoting socid learning and bringing multiple, challenging perspectives
to academic discussion.

Mr. Marcus continued the pandl discussion stating that the Bush Administration’ sposi-
tionontheMichiganlitigation clearly evidencestheview that diversity should be pursued
viarace neutral approaches. He stated that what is happening at the secondary school
level iscritical toissuesof diversity inhigher education. By closing the achievement gaps
that now existin K-12 educetion, diversity would grow naturally among postsecondary
enrollments

Ms. Kennedy reported to the Commissionersthat the State University systemisthe
most diverseingtitutioninthe country. Sheaso said that 40—45% of thefaculty hired
inthe past few years has been from underrepresented groups.
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A variety of questionswere asked by the Commiss onersreated to the uncertainty about
theinitiative sexemption for racia/ethnic datarequired by thefedera government. Al-
though it isexpected that Cdiforniaingitutionswould till be ableto collect datarequired
for submissionto alow studentsat thoseingtitutionsto continue receiving federaly spon-
sored student financid aid, thereisaquestion about the enforcement and data collection
for optiond federa programsthat now provide resourcesto someinditutionsinthe stete,
i.e. fundsfor Higpanic-serving ingtitutions. Commissionersexpressed concerns about
the potentia disadvantage of Cdiforniaingtitutionsto beableto competefor such mon-
ies. They asovoiced concern at the disparity theinitiative would create between public
and privateingtitutionsto collect racia/ethnic data.

Panel on

“The Rolethe
Admission Process
Playsin Achieving
CampusDiversity”

The second panel of the day wastitled, “The Rolethe Admission Process Playsin
Achieving Campus Diversity”. The participantson thispanel included Calvin Moore,
Chair of the University of CaliforniaBerkeley’ s Faculty Undergraduate Admissions
Committee and amember of the system-wide Board of Admissionsand Relationswith
Schools ( BOARS); Encarnacion Ruiz, Director of Admissionsfor UC Merced; and
Allison Jones, Assistant Vice Chancellor for Student Academic Support, California
State University Chancellor’ s Office.

Mr. Moore began this panel presentation by outlining general University admission pa
rameters and then provided some specificson proceduresat hiscampus. Hedescribed
the move from emphasi zing the grade point average and SAT scoresto emphasizing a
comprehensive review, encompassing avery broad definition of merit. Anadditiona

factor used isthe consideration of what astudent can contributeto theintellectual and
socid lifeof thecampus.

Mr. Ruiz gave background information on thereasonsfor placing the University’ stenth
campusintheCentra Valey. Hewent onto describe characteristicsof the Valey with
regard to ethnicity, race and poverty.

Mr. Jonesaddressed the Commission, stating that 62.6% of State University enrollments
are underrepresented sudents, with 40% of al students spesking anativelanguage other
than English. Henoted that 19 of the 23 campuses have been cited as Hispanic-serving
ingitutions

Recess/Reconvene

Vice-Chair Welinsky called for alunch recessfrom 12:25 p.m. to 1:30 p.m. and recon-
vened themeeting at 1:30

Report of the
Statutory Advisory
Committee

Vice Chair Welinsky asked for areport from the Statutory Advisory Committee (SAC)
and called upon Chair Ron Fox.

Mr. Fox reported on the Committee’ sMay 27 meeting. He highlighted several devel-
opmentsand activitiesundertaken by the segments. Among themwere:

State Department of Education
+ Superintendent O’ Connell’ sgod sinclude the advocacy for bond measuresand parcd
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taxes, the streamlining of testing and data collection, therising responsibility of the
department to assi st Struggling school's, and the need to bediligent in making sure that
congstent, timely and accurateinformation isddlivered in al dealingswith thefield;

+ The State Board received areport on the Exit Exam and is scheduled to make a
decision about deferring thetest or not in July;

+ Superintendent O’ Connell, Chancellor Reed and Board President Hastings are
collaborating to ensurethat intersegmenta standardsareaigned by linking grade 11
standardsteststo CSU’ s placement standards.

+ Dr. Randy Ward has been named by Superintendent O’ Connell to be the State
Adminigtrator inthe Oakland Unified School Digtrict.

CdiforniaCommunity Colleges

+ Thesearchfor anew Chancellor isnow being organized. The Board of Governors
will take public comment on the search plan and timetable at their July mesting.

+ Thesysemisgraeful tothe Governor for hissignificant restoration of financia support
for thecollegesintheMay Revise. Building on hissupport, thelegidaturewill ddiberate
onacommunity collegebudget that containsthe Governor’ srestorationsand additiond
funds garnered from ashift in gpportionments.

+ Thesystem continuesto work on aresolution of problemsin high school concurrent
enrollments. Aninvestigation undertaken by the Chancellor’ sOfficeand legidative
action by Senator Jack Scott arethe main vehiclesfor accomplishingthis.

+ TheBoard of Governor’ swelcomed four new membersthisspring, including Mdinda
Guzman-Moore, Fahari Jeffers, Carolyn Russall and Ronald Wong.

Univergty of Cdifornia

+ The Strategic Review Panel on Educational Outreach Recommendations were
presented to the UC Regents at their last meeting. Among other things, the
recommendations stated the need for UC outreach to focuson “ academic achievement
and successof educationdly disadvantaged and underrepresented students,” whether
or not such studentsmay eventually attend UC.

+ TheRegentsvoted 15-3to opposethe Racid Privacy Initiative, becausetheinitiative
contains potentialy significant restrictionsthat could impedeitsability to conduct
research and carry out other aspects of itscore mission.

+ TheUniversty admitted arecord number of freshmen studentsfor fall 2003; however
the proportion of those accepted to their campuses of choice hasdeclined dightly as
admission becomes more competitiveat nearly all UC campuses.

+ Atotd of 60,347 Cdiforniafreshmen gpplicantswereoffered fal or winter admission
thisyear to one or more of UC’ seight undergraduate campuses.
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* Thenumber of underrepresented Cdiforniastudentsadmitted for fall 2003 increased
7.7 % over fall 2002.

Panel on“The
Role Data
Collection Playsin
ShapingPolicy
Regarding Access
and Diver sity”

Thelast panel of the day addressed the specific way in which data collection affects
accessand diversity on collegeand university campuses. Thefollowing pandistsmade
presentationsto the Commission: Henry Der, former CPEC Commissioner and State
Administrator of Emery Unified School Digtrict; Susan Choy, Vice-President of MPR
Associates, afirm specidizingin federa and state data collection; Mark Wolf, agradu-
ate student at the UC Berkeley School of Public Policy; and Patrick Perry, Vice-Chan-
cdllor of the CdiforniaCommunity College Chancellor’ s Office, specidizinginsystem
information technology and research.

Panelists madethefollowing pointsregarding datacollection:

¢ TheU.S. Censusnow dlowsindividudsto identify morethan oneracid/ethnic group
withwhichthey identify. Initid concernsthat thispracticewould“ dilute’ thenumbers
associated with any particular group appear unfounded. Inthe 2000 census, many
individua sidentified with more than one group and the numbersfor eachincreased.

+ The National Education Longitudinal Study (NELS) provides arich source of
information on postsecondary students (e.g., parental education and income, high
school academic program support, etc.) If these socio-economic factorsaretaken
into account, race/ethnicity information isnot asnecessary.

+ Indtitutionscollect racia/ethnic dataon studentsfor severa purposes, including the
Integrated Postsecondary Educational Data System (IPEDS).

+ Threerisksinlooking at datadifferentiated by race/ethnicity are: Attribution theory
(inferring superior/inferior abilitiesbased onracid/ethnic digtinctions); Pygmaion effect
(lower teacher expectationstrandating into lower student performance); Big brother
issue (data vulnerableto being used for purposes other than that for which it was
origindly collected).

Chair Arkatov thanked the panelistsand called for a10-minute recess at 3:45.

Approval
of the miutes

Committee Arkatov called on the Commission to review the minutes of the previous
meeting and asked for approva. The Commission unanimously approved the minutes
of the April 3, 2003 Commission meeting.

Legidative
Update, June2003

Director of Governmenta Relations Marge Chisholm presented an update of the matrix
of billstracked by the Commission. Sherecommended thefollowing changes. (1) add
AB 1783 (Committee on Higher Education), the proposal that would del ete the sunset
datefor the Cross-Enrollment Program; (2) delete ACR 9 (Dymally), astheauthor is
dropping the proposal to revise the education code relating to community colleges; and
(3) changethe Commission’ sposition on Senate Bill 680 ( McPherson), which callsfor
areview of thegrade point average formulaand the adequacy of Ca Grant opportuni-
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tiesfor nontraditiona students, to astraight “ Support” position. The Commission voted
to adopt the recommended changes.

Ms. Chisholm also reported that the Master Plan billswould be held in their house of
origininorder to havetimefor further discussion. They will bere-activated next year,
the second year of the session. She briefly discussed Assembly Bill 655, aproposal to
consolidate thefunctions of the CaliforniaStudent Aid Commission, the Postsecondary
Education Commission and the Bureau for Private Postsecondary and V ocational Edu-
cation, informing the Commission of the ongoing discuss ons surrounding the proposal.
Director Moore then discussed the status and timing of thebill, noting the extensive ne-
gotiationsthat aretaking place. Commissioner Johnson expressed concern asto struc-
turing the consolidated agency such that the student financial aid functionsdo not over-
whelm theindependent functionsand nature of CPEC. She stated that more CPEC staff
would be needed, and that these kinds of detailsareimportant.

Adjournment  Chair Arkatov adjourned the meeting at 4:15 p.m.
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